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going to be speaking against my posi-
tion but he is a good fellow so I think
he should have 5 minutes.

Mr. GRASSLEY. This is typical of
the comity of the Senate. I thank my
good friend for doing that. I have a lit-
tle different view on some of the things
he said about taxes here. I respect him
giving me some time because we don’t
have time on this side. It is nice, his
doing that.

Republicans and Democrats are
working off of the same data provided
by the Joint Committee on Taxation.
For some reason my friends on the
other side of the aisle seem to want to
read this data selectively, so I wish to
look at this data. I want to stress this
data is from the nonpartisan Joint
Committee on Taxation. They are ex-
perts. They are nonpolitical people who
tell it like it is.

My friends on the other side are cor-
rect in one thing: This bill provides a
tax benefit to a small group of Ameri-
cans. You can see right here that this
benefit is to the people here where the
minus sign is in front of the numbers.
These numbers are in white.

As I pointed out previously, when
you see a negative number on this
chart, the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation is telling us these people are re-
ceiving a tax benefit. This income cat-
egory—the income categories where
you see these negative numbers begin
at zero and stretch to $50,000 for indi-
viduals and $75,000 for families. That
will be $50,000 to $75,000. I give my
Democratic friends credit for being
right on this part of the data. But I
want to show you where I disagree with
them and their choosing to overlook
other parts of the data, the data I will
soon refer to here on this chart.

When we see negative numbers on
this chart, as I have said, the Joint
Committee on Taxation is telling us
that there is a tax benefit. So, con-
versely, where there are positive num-
bers—this will be an example of posi-
tive numbers—the Joint Committee on
Taxation is telling us these taxpayers
are seeing a tax increase. Those num-
bers I have already pointed to begin at
$50,000 for an individual and go up to
$200,000 for an individual.

When we see a positive number, then,
it is the reverse. The Joint Committee
on Taxation is telling us these tax-
payers are in fact seeing tax increases.
So if we see positive numbers for indi-
viduals making more than $50,000 and
we see positive numbers for families
making more than $75,000, it is just
this simple: We know these people’s
taxes are going to go up.

The Joint Committee on Taxation is
telling us that taxes for these individ-
uals, once again, for a third time, will
go up under this 2,074-page Reid bill.

These individuals and families are
making less than $200,000. What is sig-
nificant about less than $200,000 is that
this violates what the President prom-
ised in his campaign, that individuals
who are middle class, under $200,000,
are not going to see one dime of tax in-
crease.
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To come to any different conclusion
is saying that the data on this chart—
and of course the professionals at the
Joint Committee on Taxation—both
are wrong. To come to any different
conclusion is saying the chart produced
by the Joint Committee on Taxation is
wrong.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

Mr. BAUCUS. How much time re-
mains?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
11 minutes.

Mr. BAUCUS. On this side? Does any-
one have remaining time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho has 3 minutes. The Re-
publican leader has 3% minutes. The
Senator from North Dakota has 7%
minutes. The Senator from New Jersey
has 1 minute.

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BAUCUS. I would like to make it
clear, essentially this legislation does
several things. This is the core part of
this legislation. What is it? First, this
legislation very significantly reforms
the health insurance industry, espe-
cially for people who individually buy
insurance and also for people who buy
for a small company and even buy in-
surance for a large company. It is in-
surance market reform. It stops insur-
ance companies from, frankly, under-
taking practices which are un-Amer-
ican; that is, denying people coverage
based on preexisting conditions, deny-
ing them health insurance because
they have some Kkind of preexisting
something—that is ridiculous—or say-
ing: You can’t have health insurance
because you have some other health
care status or saying: Sure, we will
give you a policy, then a month, 2
months later, rescind it willy-nilly or
putting in restrictive limits on what
the company will pay during your life-
time or what the company might pay
in health insurance benefits for a year.

In addition, this legislation reforms
what are called rating provisions that
States have. States basically allow
companies to charge whatever they
want, if you are a little older compared
to if you are younger, if you are a
woman compared to a man. There are
lots of different ways States allow in-
surance companies to charge based
upon different categories. So, No. 1, in-
surance market reform. This legisla-
tion stops some outrageous practices
that insurance companies practice
today.

No. 2, this legislation begins to get
control over health care costs. We have
to start to get control over health care
costs. This legislation does so. It also
is deficit neutral. It does not cost one
thin dime for us to enact this legisla-
tion. It is all paid for. It provides
health insurance coverage. About 31
million Americans who currently do
not have health insurance will have
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health insurance, if this legislation
passes. I don’t have to remind my col-
leagues of the importance of health in-
surance. Insurance market reform that
lowers the cost of health care in this
country, provides full coverage and,
equally important, begins to put in
place delivery system reforms. That is
kind of wonkish, but it is one of the
most important parts of this bill, start-
ing to change the way we pay doctors
and hospitals, pay based more on qual-
ity rather than quantity, start putting
into effect different systems that sound
kind of wonkish but will be important
over 3, 4, 5 years. It is bundling, group
homes. It is lowering the practice of
hospitals that readmit too quickly
after a patient is discharged.

There are so many reforms here. I
strongly urge everyone to keep their
eye on the ball. Insurance market re-
form in this legislation, lowering costs
in this legislation, lowering taxes in
this legislation, insurance coverage for
31 million Americans who today do not
have it, and starting to put in place
payment reforms which will help get
this country on the right path so, after
several years, we have a health care
system we are all proud of, one that
gets rid of all the waste we have in the
country today. We pay $2.5 trillion a
year in health care, about half public
and half private. People who study this
say we waste as much as $800 billion a
year—not million, billion—in fraud,
waste, dollars that don’t go directly to
health care. This legislation starts to
get a handle on that. It stops all the
waste. You get a better handle on fraud
so after 2 or 3 years, we will have some-
thing we are very proud of. Let us re-
mind ourselves, again, if we don’t pass
this legislation, we will rue the day we
didn’t because we will have to start all
over again, 2 or 3 or 4 or 5 years from
now, and the problem will be much
worse. The cost for families is going to
be much greater, the cost to American
businesses much greater. Our budgets
are going to be in much worse shape,
Medicare and Medicaid. This legisla-
tion extends the solvency of the Medi-
care trust fund for another 9 years.

Remember the bottom line, remem-
ber the basics. Let’s not get too caught
up in the details of the weeds and get
distracted by a lot of stuff that is not
the core of this bill. The provisions I
outlined are compelling reasons why
this legislation must pass and why it
would be so good for America.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. I ask unanimous consent
to use the remainder of my time as
well as that of the Republican leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I would
like to respond to a couple of the
points made about whether this bill
truly does address what the American
people are asking it to address. If you
ask most people in America what they
want out of health care reform—and



